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47256213 MAJOR: COMMUNITY PSYCHOLOGY
KEY WORD: COPING WITH STRESS / SELF — EFFICACY, RELATIONSHIP WITH PERSONNELS TN REHABILITATION

CENTER / RELATIONSHIP WITH FRIENDS IN REHABILITATION CENTER / OPINION TOWARD

SANSANEE KLKAEW: COPING WITH STRESS OF CHILDREN AND YOUTHS IN REHABILITATION
CENTER, REGION 2 CHANGWAT RATCHARURI. THESIS ADVISORS: ASSOC. PROF. LIKHIT KARNCHANAPORN,
NONGNUCH ROTIANALET,Ed.D. AND ASST. PROF. SUREERAT BURANAWANNA. 173 pp.

The purposes of this research were 1) to study the level of belief in self — efficacy, opinion toward relationships with
personnels and friends, opinion toward environment , opinion toward occupational activities and coping with stress in the
rehabilitation center among the children and youths in The Department of Observation and Protection's regional center of juvenile
training school 2 of provincial Ratchaburi, 2) to compare stress coping behavior by problem — focused coping and emotional —
focused coping as categorized by age, type of accommodation, stdent status ,repetition of wrong ~ committed behavior , and
duration of training course, 3) to determine self — efficacy, relationships with personnels and friends, opinion toward environment,
opinion toward occupational activities as predictors of stress coping behavior by problem — focused coping and emotional— focused
coping.

Samples were 229 children and youths in The Department of Observation and Protection’s regional center of juvenile

training school 2 for provincial Ratchaburi derived by stratified random sampling technique. Instruments used to collect data were

questionnaires constructed by the researcher. Data were analyzed by percentage (%), mean ( X)), standard deviation (8.D.), t— test,
One ~ Way ANOVA and the Stepwise Multiple Regression Analysis.

The results found that:

1. Belief in self — efficacy, relationships with personnels, opinion toward environment, opinion toward occupational
activities, stress coping behavior by problem — focused coping, stress coping behavioral by emotional — focused coping were at the
moderate level, relationships with friends were at the high level.

2. There were no statistical differences in stress coping behavior by problem — focused coping as categorized by age,
type of accommodation, student status, repetition of wrong — committed behavior and duration of training course.

3. There were no statistical differences in siress coping behavior by emotional — focused coping as categorized by age,
type of accommodation, and student status. However, repetition of wrong — committed behavior, duration of training course were
different statistically significant at .05.

4. Belief in self - efficacy, opinion toward rehabilitation activities, and relationships with friends predicted stress
coping behavior by problem — focused coping at the percentage 0f 29.7 with statistical significance at .001.

5. Belicf in self — efficacy, opinion toward occupational activities, and relationships with friends predicted stress

coping behavior by emotional — focused coping at the percentage of 35.9 with statistical significance at .001,





